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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) I3 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 
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8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Acker (US 
7,263,329 B2) 

Consider claim 15, Acker discloses software system, comprising: a front-end logic 
system (figures 1 and 2; col. 4, lines 1 1-34; col. 5, lines 54-56); the front end logic system 
adapted to receive a satellite based radio signal (figures 1 and 2; col. 4, lines 1 1-34; col. 5, lines 
54-56); a decoder logic system (figure 6; col. 5, line 53 to col. 6, line 17); the decoder logic 
system adapted to convert a satellite radio based signal into a satellite radio data-element (figure 
6; col. 5, line 53 to col. 6, line 17); and the decoder logic system also adapted to transfer the data- 
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element to a handheld computer software system (col. 5, lines 53 to col. 6, line 17; col. 7, line 58 
to col. 8, line 33). 

Consider claim 16, and as applied to claim 15 above, Acker discloses a transmission 
logic system wherein the software system is adapted to transmit the satellite radio data-element, 
(figure 6; col. 5, line 53 to col. 6, line 17) 

Consider claim 17, Acker discloses a method comprising: detecting a satellite signal at an 
apparatus (figures 1 and 2; col. 4, lines 1 1-34; col. 5, lines 54-56); automatically tuning the 
signal (col. 5, line 53 to col. 6, line 17; col. 6, lines 36-55; col. 7, lines 15-29; col. 8, lines 41-67; 
col. 13, lines 37-62); decoding the tuned signal to a satellite data-element (col. 5, line 53 to col. 
6, line 17; col. 6, lines 36-55; col. 7, lines 15-29; col. 8, lines 41-67; col. 13, lines 37-62); the 
data-element comprising an audio signal element (figure 6 "audio element"; col. 5, lines 63-65); 
and dispatching the satellite data-element via a transmitter logic (col. 4, line 19 to col. 6, line 17; 
col. 7, line 58 to col. 8, line 33). 

Consider claim 18, and as applied to claim 17 above, Acker discloses tuning a 
command from a handheld computing device, (col. 5, line 53 to col. 6, line 17; col. 6, lines 36- 
55; col. 7, lines 15-29; col. 8, lines 41-67; col. 13, lines 37-62) 

Consider claim 19, and as applied to claim 17 above, Acker discloses verifying that the 
receiver is registered with a satellite radio service, (abstract; col. 4, lines 19-45) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the imention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co. 7 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 
3. . Resolving the ievel of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-4, 7-10, 12-14, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Acker (Us 7,263,329 B2) in view of Scott et al (US 2003/0172218 Al; 
hereinafter Scott). 

Consider claim 1, Acker discloses an apparatus (abstract), comprising: a satellite receiver 
(abstract; figure 8; col. 13, lines 13-33); the satellite receiver adapted to receive a satellite signal 
(figures 1 and 2; col. 4, lines 1 1-34; col. 5, lines 54-56); a decoder (figure 6; col. 5, lines 57-59); 
the decoder coupled to the satellite receiver (figure 6); the decoder adapted to convert a satellite 
signal into a satellite data-element (col. 5, lines 53-67); the satellite data-element comprising an 
audio signal element (figure 6 "audio element"; col. 5, lines 63-65). 


Application/Control Number: 10/801 ,973 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2618 

Acker fails to specifically disclose a handheld compatible bus interface; and the handheld 
compatible bus interface coupled to the decoder. 

In related art, Scott discloses a handheld compatible bus interface (figures 1 and 2; 
paragraphs 10, 48, 120 and 162); and the handheld compatible bus interface coupled to the 
decoder (figures 1 and 2; paragraphs 10, 48, 120 and 162). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Scott into the teachings Acker in order to transfer data 
element from a device to a handheld computer. 

Consider claim 10, Acker discloses apparatus (abstract), comprising: a satellite receiver 
(abstract; figure 8; col. 13, lines 13-33); the satellite receiver adapted to receive a satellite signal 
(figures 1 and 2; col. 4, lines 1 1-34; col. 5, lines 54-56); a decoder (figure 6; col. 5, lines 57-59); 
the decoder coupled to the satellite receiver (figure 6); the decoder capable of converting a 
satellite based signal into a satellite data-element (col. 5, lines 53-67); a transmitter logic (figures 
2-6; col. 4, line 19 to col. 5 line 52); and the transmitter logic coupled to the decoder (figures 2-6; 
col. 4, line 19 to col. 5 line 52). 

Acker fails to specifically disclose a handheld compatible bus interface; and the handheld 
compatible bus interface coupled to the decoder. 

In related art, Scott discloses a handheld compatible bus interface (figures 1 and 2; 
paragraphs 10, 48, 120 and 162); and the handheld compatible bus interface coupled to the 
decoder (figures 1 and 2; paragraphs 10, 48, 120 and 162). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Scott into the teachings Acker in order to transfer data 
element from a device to a handheld computer. 

Consider claim 2, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the apparatus is embodied as a handheld computing 
device sub-component, and the apparatus is integrated into a handheld computing device. 
(Acker: abstract; figures 6 and 8; col. 7, lines 58-65; col. 13, lines 13-33) 

Consider claim 3, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the apparatus is communicatively coupled to a handheld 
computing device. (Acker: col. 7, lines 58-65) 

Consider claim 4, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the transmitter logic coupled to the decoder. (Acker: 
figures 2-6; col. 4, line 19 to col. 5 line 52) 

Consider claim 7, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the transmitter logic is coupled to the decoder, the 
transmitter logic-adapted to transmit a data element. (Acker: col. 5, lines 53-67) 
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Consider claim 8, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein memory is coupled to the decoder, the memory storing a 
satellite radio handheld computer accessory algorithm. (Acker: figure 7; col. 7, line 66 to col. 8, 
line 12) 

Consider claim 9, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the satellite receiver is a satellite radio receiver. (Acker: 
abstract) 

Consider claim 12, and as applied to claim 10 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the memory is coupled to the decoder, the memory 
storing a satellite radio handheld computer accessory algorithm. (Acker: figure 7; col. 7, line 66 
to col. 8, line 12) 

Consider claim 13, and as applied to claim 10 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the satellite data-element comprises an audio signal 
element. (Acker: figure 6 "audio element"; col. 5, lines 63-65) 

Consider claim 14, and as applied to claim 10 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention wherein the satellite data-element comprises code. (Acker: figure 
6; col. 4, line 19 to col. 5, line 59) 
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Consider claim 20, and as applied to claim 17 above, Acker discloses the claimed 
invention wherein: a satellite receiver (abstract; figure 8; col. 13, lines 13-33); the satellite 
receiver adapted to receive a satellite signal (figures 1 and 2; col. 4, lines 1 1-34; col. 5, lines 54- 
56); a decoder coupled to the satellite receiver (figure 6); the decoder adapted to convert a 
satellite signal into a satellite data-element (col. 5, lines 53-67); and the satellite data-element 
comprising an audio signal element (figure 6 "audio element"; col. 5, lines 63-65). 

Acker fails to specifically disclose a handheld compatible bus interface; and the handheld 
compatible bus interface coupled to the decoder. 

In related art, Scott discloses a handheld compatible bus interface (figures 1 and 2; 
paragraphs 10, 48, 120 and 162); and the handheld compatible bus interface coupled to the 
decoder (figures 1 and 2; paragraphs 10, 48, 120 and 162). 

.Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Scott into the teachings Acker in order to transfer data 
element from a device to a handheld computer. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Acker (Us 
7,263,329 B2) in view of Scott et al (US 2003/0172218 Al; hereinafter Scott) and in further 
view of Cameron et ai (US Patent #7,032,164 B2; hereinafter Cameron). 

Consider claim 5, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention except for wherein the satellite radio receiver and decoder are 
integrated into a single chip. 
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In related art, Cameron et al disclose a single chip digital receiver supporting the decoder, 
(col. 12, lines 29-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Cameron into the teachings of Ackers and Scott to have 
a single chip which makes the apparatus smaller and more compact and also improves the design 
efficiency for a simpler board layout. 

Claims 6 and 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Acker 
(Us 7,263,329 B2) in view of Scott et al (US 2003/0172218 Al; hereinafter Scott) and in 
further view of Patsiokas (US Patent #6,810,233 B2). 

Consider claim 6, and as applied to claim 1 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention except for wherein transmitter logic coupled to the decoder, the 
transmitter logic adapted to transmit FM radio. 

In related art, Patsiokas disclose an apparatus and method for transmitting audio signals 
from a satellite broadcast receiver to a local receiver using a wireless link. A conventional FM 
tuner is provided with a circuit to transmit FM signals. The FM frequency bands are then 
broadcast from a transmitter in the vehicle on several fixed frequencies on the radio receiver, 
(col. 7, line 63 to col. 8, line 70) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Patsiokas into the teachings of Ackers and Scott to 
provide a multi functional receiver that has playback of audio signals from a several auxiliary 
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audio sources wherein the user can user can select one of the frequencies on the vehicle radio 
receiver to listen to the transmitted signals. 

Consider claim 11, and as applied to claim 10 above, Acker, as modified by Scott, 
discloses the claimed invention except for wherein the FM transmitter logic is adapted to 
broadcast a satellite data-element to an FM receiver. 

In related art, Patsiokas discloses FM transmitter logic is adapted to broadcast a satellite 
data-element to an FM receiver. (Patsiokas: col. 7, line 63 to col. 8, line 70) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Patsiokas into the teachings of Ackers and Scott to 
provide a multi functional receiver that has playback of audio signals from a several auxiliary 
audio sources wherein the user can user can select one of the frequencies on the vehicle radio 
receiver to listen to the transmitted signals. 

Conclusion 

Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 


Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Bobbak Safaipour whose telephone number is (571) 270-1092. 
The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Lana Le can be reached on (571) 272-7891 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305- 
3028. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 


2600. 




B.S./bs 


LANA LE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 


August 30, 2007 


